By Alberto Dávila and Marie T. Mora* English-language acquisition has become an issue of growing debate in the United States, particularly regarding the perceived lower tendency Hispanic immigrants have to acquire this skill vis-à-vis other groups. We note that as this debate develops, attention should be given to the different economic incentives that Hispanics born outside the US mainland have to learn the English language and how these incentives might be shaped by policy. In particular, recent conceptual work (e.g., Dustmann and Gorlach 2015) argues migrants allocate time between home and host areas by maximizing an objective function that includes spatial income and consumption preferences, and that via this process, destination-specific human capital acquisition becomes more economically attractive as the expected duration in the destination area increases. Policies that alter this spatial dynamic, including duration in the United States and other factors impacting work-leisure trade-offs, conceivably impact migrants' English-language investment decisions.
Consider two federal policies that in this conceptual context might differentially impact the English-language acquisition of Hispanic migrant populations: limited-English-language disability benefits and immigration reform.
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I. English Language Proficiency and the Likelihood of Reporting a Cognitive Disability
With regard to English-language acquisition and the foregoing language disability poli consider the evidence reported in Table 1 , ba on adults ages 25-64 in the 2013 Americ Community Survey (ACS) in the Integra Public Use Microdata Series (IPUMS) m available by Ruggles et al. (2015) . Island-b
Puerto Ricans on the US mainland were more likely to report a cognitive disability (defined in the notes to Table 1) than Mexican immigrants and, to a lesser extent, Cuban immigrants, consistent with our conceptual discussion. The gaps were particularly pronounced among the limited-English-proficient (LEP), conventionally identified here as individuals who did not speak the English language well. Nearly 23 percent of LEP Puerto Ricans on the mainland reported a cognitive disability in 2013, compared to 9.4 percent of English fluent Puerto Ricans, 6.7 percent of LEP Cubans, and three percent of LEP Mexicans. While the gaps narrow when focusing on US citizens, they remain significant. 1 1 We used the 2013 ACS because it was the most recent ACS available when this paper was written. However, the results qualitatively hold in earlier ACS years and in the 2000 census. It should also be noted that the results hold The fact that the three LEP Hispanic groups were more likely to report a cognitive disability than their English-proficient counterparts is as expected in light of the language-disability policy. That the largest LEP/English-fluent gaps in reporting cognitive disabilities occurred among Puerto Ricans fits with our conceptual discussion, as they have higher eligibility rates (and perhaps more awareness) of this program by virtue of growing up as US citizens.
One explanation for how English-language proficiency relates to these differences in reporting cognitive disabilities could stem from occupational distributions and the usage of Social Security benefits that vary geographically. Consider the following model: 
II. Hispanic Immigrant Language Acquisition
We next investigate the English-language acquisition among these three Hispanic groups employing public-use microdata from the 1990 . These cohorts are relatively early in their work life cycles, such that they have more time to reap the returns from their English-language investments. In this analysis, we collapse the English skill categories into a single metric to proxy for a continuous English fluency index; this index ranges from zero (no English is spoken) to one (English is spoken "very well" or the only language spoken at home). We also consider the percentage of the cohort who spoke the English language well or better, as an alternative measure of English proficiency. Table 2 contains several noteworthy findings on English fluency and acquisition. First, using both measures, Mexican immigrants in the two cohorts had considerably lower English fluency than Cuban immigrants and island-born Puerto Ricans. Second, the 2000s cohort of Mexican immigrants and Cuban immigrants had lower English fluency than their counterparts in the 1990s cohort. Third, island-born Puerto Ricans had lower English proficiency rates than Cuban immigrants in the 1990s cohort, although this was not the case for the 2000s cohort. Fourth, among Mexican immigrants and Cuban immigrants, the average English proficiency index significantly increased in both cohorts during the following decade. Fifth, the percentage of English-fluent individuals also increased among these two groups between 2000 and 2010, as it did among Mexican immigrants between for the 2000s cohort). Vector V includes other characteristics (listed in the notes to Table 3 ) related to English-language acquisition. We estimate equation (2) first as an ordered probit model using the English proficiency index as the dependent variable, and then as a probit model using the binary English fluent measure. Table 3 contains the regression results for the key variables of interest; the remaining results (not shown to conserve space) can be obtained from the authors. Unlike in Table 2, island-born Puerto Ricans in both cohorts acquired English-language proficiency as they aged on the mainland when controlling for other characteristics related to such acquisition. Second, to the extent that immigration policy affected the English-language acquisition among Mexican immigrants, this acquisition may have occurred because some immigrants want to avoid detection, deportation, and the potential monopsonistic penalties they incur (as suggested by Viscusi (1978) for workers with relatively inelastic labor supplies) and because of the human capital incentives that such skills provide in the labor market. Clearly, our empirical framework and data do not allow us to test for these self-reporting and English returns possibilities. Future research with more specific data on actual (as opposed to self-reported)
English-language proficiency might be able to test for these interesting possibilities.
IV. Concluding Remarks
The English-language acquisition (or self-reporting) tendencies seemingly differ across Hispanic groups. While the results here might be driven by other factors (such as differences in the "quality" of migrants not captured by differences in observable characteristics), these analyses serve as an application of the temporary migration framework and suggest how policy can impact the English-language investments (or self-reporting tendencies) of Hispanic groups.
Recent developments in both languagedisability and immigration reform policies might further impact the English-language acquisition of Hispanic populations. For example, Senator Jeff Sessions (Republican, Alabama) raised concerns that the Obama administration was broadly applying the education rule under the Social Security Act to allow individuals to receive disability payments solely because they cannot speak English. Also, more invasive immigration enforcement strategies have been phased in through Secure Communities, which allow municipal law enforcement authorities to report undocumented immigrants to federal law enforcement officials, increasing undocumented-worker detection odds. It will be of interest for future research to investigate how these changes will impact the English-skill acquisition as well as the Spanish-language retention of Hispanic populations in the future.
